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HIERARCHICALLY EXPANDABLE FAIR 
ARBITER 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of the Invention 
The present invention relates to the ?eld of computer 

system arbitration. More particularly, the present invention 
relates to an arbitration circuit that provides fair arbitration 
betWeen a number of requestors and that provides input/ 
output (I/O) to alloW hierarchical cascading. 

2. Related Art 
The bus architecture of a computer system substantially 

in?uences the manner in Which information is communi 
cated betWeen the components of a computer system. In a 
typical computer system, one or more buses are used to 
connect a central processing unit (CPU) to a memory and to 
input/output elements. Typically, the bus consists of several 
“lines” of electrically conductive material. The bus permits 
electrical signals representing data and control instructions 
to be readily transmitted betWeen different components 
coupled to the bus. The order and speed at Which the 
components interact With each other over the bus has a 
substantial impact on the performance of the computer 
system. 

In accordance With industry standard, only one data 
transaction can take place on a bus at any given time. To 
ensure this requirement is enforced, the typical bus system 
has an arbiter that controls access to the bus. When an agent 
or device Wishes use of the bus to transmit or receive data, 
the agent requests bus “ownership” from the arbiter. The 
agent requesting ownership is referred to as an initiator 
agent or master device. The term master device is generally 
used throughout all bus systems. The agent With Whom the 
initiator agent is attempting to communicate is referred to as 
a target agent or slave device. The term slave device is used 
generally throughout all bus systems. 

Typically, each of the agents or devices may indepen 
dently act as an initiator and request bus oWnership. Thus, at 
any given time several of the agents may be requesting bus 
oWnership simultaneously. Where there are simultaneous 
requests for bus oWnership, an arbiter is employed to arbi 
trate among requesting initiator agents, or master devices, to 
determine Which one may be granted bus oWnership. 

In the case of typical arbitration, a priority system is set 
up. Each device Wishes oWnership of the bus in accordance 
With its respective requirements. These requirements may 
include, for example, latency tolerance, data transfer band 
Width, block transfer siZe, and the like. Each device should 
have a differing priority status With regard to their respective 
requests for bus oWnership. Some devices are more critical 
to the proper operation of the computer system than others, 
some are less tolerant of latency than others, and some 
devices need to transfer very large quantities of data. If the 
arbiter grants access in an erratic or arbitrary manner, there 
is no assurance that the computer system Will operate 
effectively. HoWever, if devices With more critical require 
ments are assured a better chance of obtaining bus access, 
the computer system Will operate more efficiently. Thus, the 
order in Which master devices access a bus is very important 
and often critical to the optimal operation of the computer 
system. Typically, the order in Which devices access a bus is 
set forth in an arbitration priority scheme. 

Despite the potential bene?ts of a priority arbitration 
system, it has several ?aWs. When any other device requests 
bus oWnership simultaneously With another device, the 
device With highest priority alWays Wins and receives oWn 
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2 
ership ?rst. LoWer priority devices may not be granted 
suf?cient access to the bus because they can be prevented 
from acquiring oWnership for long periods of time. That is, 
loWer priority devices may be “starved” of bus access, 
especially in a system Where there are many high priority 
devices. Hence, a priority arbitration scheme does not ensure 
loW priority devices may be granted adequate bus access. 

Given that the priority arbitration scheme is typically 
based on the respective requirements of devices in the 
computer system, the most ef?cient arbitration priority arbi 
tration scheme is not ascertainable until after the devices of 
a particular computer system are designed and their require 
ments ascertained. Previously, an optimal design for the PCI 
arbiter could not be accomplished until after the master 
devices and slave devices of a particular computer system 
Were designed. Thus, engineering resources committed to 
the arbiter design are essentially “on hold” until after the rest 
of the computer system is designed. In addition, Waiting to 
design the arbiter means that there are signi?cant delays in 
production of the ?nal product and in realiZing the advan 
tages associated With neW computer designs. 

Other arbitration schemes, such as “round robin” 
schemes, in Which access is granted on a rotating, ?rst-come, 
?rst-served basis, exist. The round robin scheme is usually 
best used in a system Where all master devices perform tasks 
that are of equal priority and in Which the servicing of events 
can be arbitrarily started and stopped Without a problem. 
Each of the existing schemes has its advantages and disad 
vantages, depending on application. 
As chip designs evolve and the number of transistors on 

a chip increases, Whole systems are being designed on a 
single chip. Most processing elements in a system-on-a-chip 
communicate With each other via buses and memory. As the 
number of bus masters increases and ?uctuates in a single 
chip, poWerful arbitration that is efficient and scalable is 
becoming of greater and greater importance. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

Accordingly, embodiments of the present invention pro 
vide a device and method for granting access to a resource 
in a fair and scalable manner. A plurality of arbitration 
devices for granting access to a resource is disclosed. The 
plurality of arbitration devices is hierarchically coupled and 
has a plurality of child devices and at least one parent device. 
Each of the plurality of arbitration devices is operable to 
store a previous arbitration Winner. In addition, the plurality 
of arbitration devices is operable to generate a request-out 
signal based on a plurality of request-in signals, and is 
operable to generate a select-out signal from a select-in 
signal, a plurality of request-in signals and from the previous 
arbitration Winner. The request-out signals of the plurality of 
child devices are coupled to request-in signals of their 
respective parent devices and select-in signals of the child 
devices are received from select-out signals of the respective 
parent devices. Access is granted by a select-out signal from 
a device of the plurality of arbitration devices that resides at 
the loWest level of the system. 

In one embodiment, the plurality of arbitration devices 
comprises a hierarchical system that is binarily expandable. 
The system is con?gurable to receive an input hold signal, 
the input hold signal causing the access to be held for a 
speci?ed number of clock cycles. The plurality of arbitration 
devices is also con?gurable to generate a collision detection 
output signal. 
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The accompanying drawings, Which are incorporated in 
and form a part of this speci?cation, illustrate embodiments 
of the invention: 

FIG. 1 is a block diagram illustrating an overvieW of the 
main elements of a fair arbiter device in accordance With one 
embodiment. 

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating a fair arbiter device in 
accordance With one embodiment. 

FIG. 3 is a block diagram of a hierarchical fair arbiter in 
accordance With one embodiment. 

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of a hierarchical fair arbiter 
having an input hold function and a collision detection 
function, according to one embodiment. 

FIG. 5 is a How diagram of a method for determining 
access to a resource by a hierarchical system of arbiter 
devices, according to one embodiment. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
EMBODIMENTS 

In the folloWing detailed description of the embodiments, 
numerous speci?c details are set forth in order to provide a 
thorough understanding of the present invention. HoWever, 
it should be recogniZed by one skilled in the art that the 
present invention may be practiced Without some speci?c 
details or With equivalents thereof. In other instances, Well 
knoWn methods, procedures, components, and circuits have 
not been described in detail as not to unnecessarily obscure 
aspects of the embodiments. 
As the era of a billion transistors on a single chip 

approaches, more and more processing elements (PEs) are 
being placed on a system-on-a-chip (SoC). Most processing 
elements in an SoC communicate With each other via buses 
and memory. As the number of bus masters increases and 
?uctuates in a single chip, poWerful arbitration that is 
ef?cient and that can be scaled from a small number to a very 
large number of requesters is becoming desirable. 

Accordingly, embodiments of the present invention pro 
vide a device and method for granting access to a resource 
that alloW automated scaling and are ef?cient over a Wide 
range of siZes. Aplurality of arbitration devices for granting 
access to a resource is disclosed. FIG. 1 is a block diagram 
illustrating an overvieW of elements of a fair arbiter device 
200 in accordance With one embodiment. According to one 
embodiment, an arbiter is fair if, for “n” requests being made 
simultaneously, it takes no more than “n” arbitration cycles 
for all “n” requests to be granted. 

The device portrayed by FIG. 1 is a fair arbiter circuit 
according to an embodiment of the present invention. The 
basic functionality of circuit 200 is that of a binary device 
having tWo request inputs 110, 120 and tWo select outputs 
170, 180 in accordance With one embodiment. When either 
of the tWo request inputs 110, 120 is asserted, one of the tWo 
select outputs 170, 180 may be asserted to grant access to a 
shared resource (e.g., a bus in a computer or on a computer 
chip) to a requestor, provided that a select in signal 140 is 
present. It should be appreciated that device 200 may be 
con?gured to have more than tWo input request signals. 

Block 102 represents an element of device 200 that 
generates a request-out signal 130 based in the receipt of 
request-in signals 110 and/or 120. Request-out signal 130 
may, according to one embodiment, be coupled to a request 
in signal to a parent device in a hierarchical con?guration, 
or, in the case of a single device or of an ultimate parent in 
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4 
a hierarchical con?guration, request-out signal 130 may be 
coupled to select-in signal 140. 

Block 106 of FIG. 1 illustrates a memory element of 
device 200 that is con?gured to hold the current state, 
representing Which of the request inputs 110, 120 Was the 
Winner of the previous arbitration cycle. According to one 
embodiment, memory element 106 may be a D ?ip-?op 
device. In another embodiment, memory element 106 may 
be a latch or another type of ?ip-?op. Memory element 106 
may be any device that could hold the state representing the 
Winner of the previous arbitration cycle. The memory ele 
ment 106 outputs memory signal 160 to block 104, such that 
block 104 may fairly determine the Winner of the present 
arbitration cycle. 

Block 104 of FIG. 1 portrays an element of device 200 
that, according to one embodiment, receives select-in signal 
140 and determines the Winner of the present arbitration 
cycle, based on request signals 110 and 120, and the current 
state of memory signal 160. The Winner becomes either 
select-out signal 170 or 180. Select out signals 170 and 180 
may be con?gured to access a shared resource according to 
one embodiment. Select-out signals 170 and 180 may be 
con?gured to become a select-in signal for a child device in 
another embodiment in Which device 200 is part of a 
hierarchical con?guration. Block 104 also outputs signal 
150 to the memory element 106. Signal 150 is based on the 
Winner of the present arbitration cycle. 
Memory element 106 receives the signal 150 from block 

104, but does not immediately change its memory signal 
160. For example, memory element 106 may be clocked (not 
shoWn), Wherein its memory signal 160 changes at the next 
clock cycle to re?ect the signal 150 from block 104. Thus, 
memory element 106 sends its current state in the form of 
memory signal 160 to element 104 and generates an updated 
current state for a next arbitration cycle. 

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating further details of fair 
arbiter circuit 200 in accordance With one embodiment. In 
one implementation, fair arbiter circuit 200 has tWo request 
in signals, 110 and 120. Element 102 of device 200 has both 
request-in signals 110 and 120 input to OR gate 210 and if 
either of request-in signals 110 or 120 is asserted, request 
out signal 130 is asserted. 

Request-out signal 130 may, according to one embodi 
ment, become select-in signal 140. This occurs When circuit 
200 stands alone or is the most top level parent device When 
circuit 200 is con?gured in a hierarchical scheme in Which 
cases there is no parent device to return a select-in signal. In 
another embodiment, request-out signal 130 may become a 
request-in (e.g., request-in signals 110 and 120) for a parent 
circuit in a hierarchical con?guration. Request-in signals 
110 and 120 also enter into logic element 104 comprising 
AND gates 220, 230 and 240 and OR gate 250. This logic 
in element 104 interfaces With memory device 260 of 
element 106 to determine oWnership of requested access to 
a shared resource. Select-in signal 140 and the output signal 
150 of OR gate 250 provide input to AND gates 270 and 280 
to generate select-out signal 170 or 180, the Winner of the 
current arbitration cycle. It should be noted that, if request-in 
110 and request-in 120 arrive simultaneously, the Winner, 
either select-out 170 or select-out 180, is the one that did not 
Win the previous cycle. 

Select-out signal 170 and 180 may be con?gured to 
directly access a shared resource, according to one embodi 
ment. Select-out signals 170 and 180 may be con?gured to 
become select-in signals for child devices in another 
embodiment in Which circuit 200 is part of a hierarchical 
con?guration. 
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Although circuit 200 is shown to have two request-in and 
two select-out signals, it is understood that circuit 200 may 
be con?gured for more than two request-in and select-out 
signals. As shown, circuit 200 may stand alone or it may be 
expanded binarily. It should be understood that with minor 
changes in con?guration, circuit 200 may be trinarily 
expandable or quadruply expandable, or expandable by any 
number of request-in and select out signals as is deemed 
reasonable and ?tting. 

FIG. 3 is a block diagram of a hierarchical fair arbiter 300 
in accordance with one embodiment. In the present embodi 
ment, one parent device 2000 and two child devices 200a 
and 20019 are shown. Devices 200a, 2001) and 2000 may be 
fair arbiter circuits such as fair arbiter circuit 200 of FIG. 1 
or FIG. 2. 

Request-in signals 110a and 12011 of child device 200a 
generate request-out signal 130a. Request-out signal 130a 
becomes request-in signal 1100 to parent device 2000. 
Likewise, request-in signals 11019 and 12019 of child device 
2001) generate request-out signal 130b. Request-out signal 
1301) becomes request-in signal 1200 to parent device 2000. 
Request-in signals 1100 and 1200 to parent device 2000 
generate request-out signal 1300. As device 2000 is the 
ultimate parent device, that is, device 2000 is the oldest 
generation and has no parent, request-out signal 1300 is 
selected and becomes select-in signal 1400. 

Still referring to FIG. 3, select-in signal 1400, in conjunc 
tion with request-in signals 1100 and 1200, and with a 
memory element (e.g., memory device 260 of FIG. 2) 
generate a select-out signal that may be either select-out 
1700 or select-out 1800. If both request-in 1100 and 1200 
were received simultaneously, the select-out would be 
whichever of 1700 and 1800 did not win access at the 
previous arbitration cycle. 

If the winning select-out is 1800, it then becomes the 
select-in 14019 to device 2001). Then, if both request-in 11019 
and request-in 12019 were received simultaneously, the 
select-out would be whichever of 17019 and 1801) did not win 
previously. Access to the resource is granted to the child at 
the lowest level of the hierarchy, such as 20011, via its 
select-out (either 17011 or 18011, whichever won). And so the 
logic may be propagated up and down the hierarchy for as 
many generations as exist. 

It is understood that, although only two generations are 
described in the embodiment of FIG. 3, there may be 
multiple generations connected similarly so as to be scalable 
up or down according to the number of requestors in a 
system. 

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of a hierarchical fair arbiter 
system 400 having input hold functions 410a, 4101) and 4100 
and coupled by hold input signals and hold output signals, 
according to one embodiment. Hold functions 410a, 4101) 
and 4100 are additional inputs in each of the arbiter blocks 
200a, 2001) and 2000 that go into the select decode element 
such as element 104 of FIG. 2. Additional logic is used in 
input-hold functions 410a, 4101) and 4100 that determine 
that the output (e. g., select-out 1700 or 1800 for arbiter block 
2000) should be the same as it was in the last cycle for a 
certain number of clock cycles, as long as the input-hold 
signal is asserted. 
The number of clock cycles may be implemented, in 

accordance with one embodiment, by use of a program 
mable counter. In another embodiment, an additional exter 
nal circuit 430 that is external to device 200a, 2001) or 2000 
might be used to determine a maximum time period for 
continuing to maintain access to the resource after a single 
arbitration cycle. Input-hold function 410a, 4101) and 4100 
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6 
allows a winner of a cycle to maintain access to a resource 
for a period greater than a single cycle. Without the input 
hold option, a winner of a cycle relinquishes access to 
another requestor at the next cycle in some embodiments, 
although the present invention is not so limited. 

Still referring to FIG. 4, once hold-input 410a, 4101) or 
4100 is asserted, it is useful to have collision detection logic 
so the winner is not forced to relinquish access to a resource 
after the maximum time has expired if there is no other 
requestor requesting access to the resource. 

In one embodiment, the collision detection logic may be 
cascading hierarchically in a tree con?guration, similar to 
that of the request-in and select-out logic of FIG. 3. Collision 
detection logic is asserted via collision output signals 445], 
4450, 445d, 4450, 4451) and/or 44511 that are generated by 
the logic block that detects a collision and input to the next 
parent and propagated up the tree. In one embodiment 
collision detection logic in external circuit 430 receives a 
signal 445 indicating a collision between any two nodes in 
the system and sends a hold-release input signal 435 that 
propagates down the tree via hold-release input signals 
435a, 435b, 4350, 435d, 4350, 435], as appropriate, to 
release the asserted hold on the resource. In another embodi 
ment collision detection logic 430 may count the number of 
nodes that are currently requesting and, once the count 
exceeds a prede?ned number, may send a hold release signal 
4350 to release the asserted hold. Any appropriate method 
for detecting collisions within the hierarchical system may 
be employed. 

FIG. 5 is a ?ow diagram of a process 500 for determining 
access to a resource by a hierarchical system of arbiter 

devices, according to one embodiment. In a hierarchical 
system of arbiter devices (e.g., system 300 of FIG. 3), step 
510 receives request-in signals (e.g., request-in 1100 and 
1200 of FIG. 3) requesting access to a resource, such as a bus 
or a device coupled to a bus. 

Step 520 of process 500 generates a request-out signal 
(e.g., request-out 1300 of FIG. 3) based on having received 
request-in signals. If the request-out is generated by a child 
device (e.g., child device 20011 in hierarchical system 300), 
the request-out becomes a request-in to its parent device. If 
the request-out is generated by an ultimate parent device 
(e.g., parent device 2000 of FIG. 3) it becomes a select-in 
(e.g., select-in 1400). 

Step 530 of process 500 receives a select-in signal. Achild 
device will receive a select in from its parent. An ultimate 
parent will select itself. Then, step 540 generates a select-out 
signal based on the select-in signal, the previous winner of 
an arbitration cycle and the request-in signals. 

In step 550, the winner of the current arbitration is stored 
for future use in arbitration selection. For example, the 
memory element is updated and used in step 540 in a future 
arbitration cycle. 

This request and selection process is propagated up the 
hierarchy from the lowest child to the ultimate parent and 
then back down from the ultimate parent to the lowest child. 
When the select-out signal reaches the lowest child, access 
to a resource is granted and process 500 ends. 

Although speci?c steps are disclosed in process 500, such 
steps are exemplary. That is, the present invention may be 
well suited to performing various other steps or variations of 
the steps recited in FIG. 5. 
The foregoing descriptions of speci?c embodiments have 

been presented for purposes of illustration and description. 
They are not intended to be exhaustive or to limit the 
invention to the precise forms disclosed, and many modi? 
cations and variations are possible in light of the above 
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teaching. The embodiments Were chosen and described in 
order to best explain the principles of the invention and its 
practical application, to thereby enable others skilled in the 
art to best utiliZe the invention and various embodiments 
With various modi?cations as are suited to the particular use 
contemplated. It is intended that the scope of the invention 
be de?ned by the claims appended hereto and their equiva 
lents. 

What is claimed is: 
1. An arbitration system for granting access to a resource, 

comprising: 
a plurality of arbitration devices coupled in a hierarchy 

and comprising a plurality of child devices and at least 
one parent device; 
ones of said plurality of arbitration devices operable: 

to store a previous arbitration Winner; 
to generate a request-out signal based on a plurality 

of request-in signals; and 
to generate a select-out signal using a select-in 

signal, said plurality of request-in signals, and said 
previous arbitration Winner; Wherein request-out 
signals of said plurality of child devices are 
coupled to request-in signals of their respective 
parent devices and select-in signals of said child 
devices are received from select-out signals of 
said respective parent devices, Wherein said access 
is granted by a select-out signal from a device of 
said plurality of arbitration devices at a level of 
said system opposite that of said parent device, 
and Wherein further an input-hold signal causes 
said access to be held for a predetermined number 
of clock cycles and said access is relinquished 
after said predetermined number of clock cycles 
has expired only if there is a pending request for 
access; and 

a collision detection circuit coupled to said plurality of 
arbitration devices, Wherein a signal indicating a col 
lision betWeen said device and another of said child 
devices is propagated through said hierarchy to said 
collision detection circuit and Wherein in response said 
collision detection circuit sends a signal that is propa 
gated through said hierarchy to said device to release 
said access. 

2. The arbitration system of claim 1 Wherein said hierar 
chically coupled arbitration system is binarily expandable. 

3. The arbitration system of claim 1 Wherein said previous 
arbitration Winner is stored in a D ?ip-?op. 

4. The arbitration system of claim 1 Wherein said resource 
is a bus. 

5. The arbitration system of claim 1 Wherein an ultimate 
parent device selects itself in response to a request-out 
signal. 

6. The arbitration system of claim 1 Wherein said ones of 
said plurality of arbitration devices each comprise: 

a ?rst OR gate that receives a ?rst request-in signal and a 
second request-in signal; and 

a ?rst AND gate that receives said ?rst request-in signal 
and said second request-in signal, said ?rst OR gate 
outputting said request-out signal, said ?rst AND gate 
outputting a signal to a second AND gate and a third 
AND gate, said second AND gate also receiving a 
signal identifying said previous Winner, said third AND 
gate also receiving said ?rst request-in signal, said 
second and third AND gates outputting signals to a 
second OR gate, said second OR gate outputting a 
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signal that is received by a fourth AND gate and a ?fth 
AND gate, said fourth and ?fth AND gates also receiv 
ing said select-in signal; 

Wherein said select-out signal is selected from an output 
5 of either said fourth AND gate or said ?fth AND gate 

according to said signal identifying said previous Win 
ner. 

7. A method for determining access to a resource by a 
hierarchical system of arbiter devices comprising: 

generating a request-out signal based on a plurality of 
request-in signals; 

receiving a select-in signal; 
generating a select-out signal from said select-in signal, 

said plurality of request-in signals and from a previous 
Winner of access to said resource, Wherein said previ 
ous Winner is stored in said system, Wherein said 
hierarchical system of arbiter devices is con?gurable to 
receive an input hold signal, said input hold signal 
causing a current Winner of access to said resource to 
hold said access for a number of clock cycles, Wherein 
further said access is relinquished after said number of 
clock cycles has expired only if there is a pending 
request for access; 

propagating a collision signal through said hierarchical 
system to a collision detection circuit to indicate a 
collision betWeen said current Winner and another of 
said arbiter devices; and 

propagating a release signal sent by said collision detec 
tion circuit in response to said collision signal through 
said hierarchical system to said current Winner to 
release said access. 

8. The method of claim 7, further comprising storing said 
current Winner, Which becomes said previous Winner in a 
future arbitration cycle. 

9. The method of claim 7 Wherein said previous Winner is 
stored in a D ?ip-?op. 

10. The method of claim 7 Wherein said resource is a bus. 

11. The method of claim 7 Wherein said hierarchical 
system of arbiter devices is binarily expandable. 

12. The method of claim 7 Wherein an arbiter device 
comprises: 

a ?rst OR gate that receives a ?rst request-in signal and a 
second request-in signal; and 

a ?rst AND gate that receives said ?rst request-in signal 
and said second request-in signal, said ?rst OR gate 
outputting said request-out signal, said ?rst AND gate 
outputting a signal to a second AND gate and a third 
AND gate, said second AND gate also receiving a 
signal identifying said previous arbitration Winner, said 
third AND gate also receiving said ?rst request-in 
signal, said second and third AND gates outputting 
signals to a second OR gate, said second OR gate 
outputting a signal that is received by a fourth AND 
gate and a ?fth AND gate, said fourth and ?fth AND 
gates also receiving said select-in signal; 

Wherein said select-out signal is selected from an output 
of either said fourth AND gate or said ?fth AND gate 
according to said signal identifying said previous arbi 
tration Winner. 

13. A device for determining access to a resource, com 
prising: 

a memory operable to hold a previous Winner of access to 
said resource; 

a ?rst logic operable to generate a request-out signal 
based on a plurality of request-in signals; and 
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a second logic coupled to said memory, said second logic 
operable to generate a select-out signal from a select-in 
signal, said plurality of request-in signals and from said 
previous Winner received from said memory, Wherein 
said device is operable to be used in a hierarchical 
arbitration system and Wherein said device is con?g 
urable to receive an input hold signal, said input hold 
signal causing said device to hold said access for a 
number of clock cycles, Wherein further said access is 
relinquished after said number of clock cycles has 
expired only if there is a pending request for access, 
Wherein a signal indicating a collision betWeen said 
device and another device of said hierarchical arbitra 
tion system is propagated through said hierarchical 
arbitration system to a collision detection circuit and 
Wherein in response said collision detection circuit 
sends a signal that is propagated through said hierar 
chical arbitration system to said device to release said 
access. 

14. The device of claim 13 Wherein said second logic is 
further operable to provide a Winner of a current cycle to 
said memory. 

15. The device of claim 13 Wherein said device is operable 
as an ultimate parent node by coupling said request-out 
signal to said request in signal. 
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16. The device of claim 13 Wherein said hierarchical 

system is binarily expandable. 
17. The device of claim 13 Wherein said ?rst logic 

comprises a ?rst OR gate that receives a ?rst request-in 
signal and a second request-in signal; and Wherein said 
second logic comprises a ?rst AND gate, a second AND 
gate, a third AND gate, a fourth AND gate, a ?fth AND gate 
and a second OR gate; Wherein said ?rst AND gate receives 
said ?rst request-in signal and said second request-in signal, 
said ?rst OR gate outputting said request-out signal, said 
?rst AND gate outputting a signal to said second AND gate 
and said third AND gate, said second AND gate also 
receiving a signal from said memory identifying said pre 
vious Winner, said third AND gate also receiving said ?rst 
request-in signal, said second and third AND gates output 
ting signals to said second OR gate, said second OR gate 
outputting a signal that is received by said fourth AND gate 
and said ?fth AND gate, said fourth and ?fth AND gates also 
receiving said select-in signal; and Wherein said select-out 
signal is selected from an output of either said fourth AND 
gate or said ?fth AND gate according to said signal from 
said memory. 


